The Harvard African Expedition of 1926-27, under As a matter of record, a list is appended of parasites present in the collection which could.be identified generically, and in some instances specifically, with the material available.
Many of these parasites were assigned to me for identification and systematic study, and I take pleasure in recording my indebtedness to Professor Strong for this privilege.
The following paper, constituting part of the report on the parasite collection, contains a description of a new species of the trematode genus Dicrocoelium from the liver of a monkey, a new genus of the nematode family Strongylidae, also from a monkey, and a new species of the trichostrongylid genus Oswaldocruzia from a lizard. Nematodirus hoplceni (Leiper 1907) from the hippopotamus was well represented in this collection, and as a result of the reexamination of this parasite it is considered necessary to remove it from the genus Nematodirus and to create a new genus for its reception.
Several other helminths, probably new to science, are also present in this collection, but the inadequacy or the unfavorable condition of some of the material does not permit me to give a complete description and specific determinations of these worms at the present time.
As a matter of record, a list is appended of parasites present in the collection which could.be identified generically, and in some instances specifically, with the material available.
An asterisk denotes a new host record of a previously described species of parasite.
No. 2783 Stiles and Goldberger (1910) (Leiper, 1910) new combination.
LEIPERIATUS HOPEENI (Leiper. 1910 The species described above which appears to be the first member of the genus described from an African reptile, may be differentiated from previously described members of the genus on the basis of (1) its unstriated cephalic cuticular swelling, (2) the narrow and relatively simple spicules, which are also shorter than in other species, and (3) the smaller eggs. Nine female and seven male specimens of the parasite described above were found free in the lumen of the small intestine of the host, which, at the time of examination, had been dead for several hours. Cysts, the size of a pea, resembling those produced by Oesophagostomum were seen by Dr. Max Theiler, a member of the expedition, on the walls of the cecum, but on dissection of one of these cysts no parasites were found. Because of the generic affinities of the worms, it seems not unlikely that the normal habitat of the parasite is in the large intestine and that, in the present case, post-mortem migration had occurred.
The characters described in the diagnosis can not be reconciled with those of any known genus of the Strongyloidea. On the basis of the shape of the buccal cavity and the associated oral structures, the status of the parasite would seem to fall between the two chief subfamilies, the Strongylinae and the Trichoneminae, but in other characteristics it exhibits affinities with the Oesphagostominae.
The shape of the buccal cavity is closer to that of the Strongylinae, but the absence of a dorsal esophageal gland prolonged as a ridge on the dorsal wall of the buccal capsule is more characteristic of the Trichoneminae. If it were not for the lack of a transverse ventral cervical groove and of any semblance of cephalic inflations, an affinity with the Oesophagostominae would be indicated, especially since the bursal ray formula is practically identical with, and the dental armature of the esophagus resembles these structures in Ternidens, a typical genus of the Oesophagostominae. In view of these considerations, the writer has refrained from indicating the subfamily relation of Colohostrongylus.
It seems, however, that the Oesophagostominae, as at present defined, constitute an artifical group, necessitating the allocation to other subfamilies of several genera (as Oesophagostomoides Schwartz, 1928) whose characteristics show a close aflBnity with the type genus OesopJiagostomum.
